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ABSTRACT. This study investigates the extent and nature of cooperative links between
businesses in the analysed administrative units (communes) in peripheral regions in terms
of their effect on strengthening the resilience of local economy. Empirical research was
carried out in 2018 in three peripheral regions of Poland on a sample of 240 entrepreneurs.
Entrepreneurs participated in creating local (commune-level) supply chains while reporting
connections with suppliers outside of local systems. Businesses analysed in this study played
a key role in enhancing the diversity of local (commune-level) goods and services markets
while time taking into account their customers’ requirements. Local cooperation promoted
strengthening of the competitive edge of cooperating businesses, becoming a local resilience
factor. The characteristics of cooperative links presented in the study revealed that the
benefits of local cooperation were appreciated more often in the group of businesses with
inferior conditions for running and growing a business. Local economic growth policies in
peripheral regions should take into account the assumptions arising from the smart village
concept. A vital component of these policies in the context of fostering local innovativeness
is the focus on the possibility of stimulating cooperation processes within local business
sectors. Such focus of local policies may be seen as aimed at enhancing the resilience of local
socio-economic systems.
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INTRODUCTION

The pursuit of the development of local systems in peripheral regions entails following
a policy of sustainable growth wherein broadly defined innovations play a leading role.
The concept of smart village is one of the ways in which sustainable growth of rural areas
can be achieved and innovativeness in those areas can be improved. It offers a prospective
approach to increasing the innovation potential of rural areas in peripheral regions.
Smart development of the countryside requires e.g. the implementation of technical
and technological innovations, structural changes and economic transformations based
on the local potential of villages, strengthening social innovation and developing local
innovation systems [Adamowicz 2021, Guzal-Dec 2018, Zwolinska-Ligaj 2018, 2021].
In this context, the need to boost innovativeness, develop connections between local
systems and their environment and looking for new development paths perform a crucial
function. A method of stimulating innovation in local economies is to enhance the status
and scope of cooperative links between businesses.

Recently, the smart village concept has generated interest in the light of its perceived
contribution to boosting resilience of territorial units [e.g. Stojanova et al. 2021, Pérez-
delHoyo, Mora 2019, Slee 2019]. Business growth which leads to multi-functional and
smart development is also a growth that improves the resilience of local economies.

The notion of resilience has attracted increasing attention — among academics and
policymakers alike. This interest results from the perceived need to improve the adaptability
of various types of systems in response to disruption, unexpected change and uncertainty,
all of which currently characterize their environment [Martin et al. 2021]. Resilience is
discussed in various contexts both as a feature of an object, entity or system and, in the
normative approach, as a desirable characteristic which should be supported [Martin,
Sunley 2015].

Resilience is defined as “bounce back” (recovery) from a shock, the “ability to absorb
shocks”, positive adaptability to shock absorption or “positive adaptability in anticipation
of or in response to shocks” [Martin, Sunley 2015] (Table 1). This characteristic is present
in different dimensions/scales which interact with one another [Fielke et al. 2017].

Economic sciences provide definitions of local or regional resilience, which means the
ability of a given economy to survive or overcome market, competitive or environmental
shocks along its development path by making adaptive changes in its economic structures
and social and institutional solutions, as required, so as to maintain or reinstate the previous
development path or to transition to a new, sustainable path with a more productive and
fair use of physical, human and environmental resources [Martin et al. 2021 by: Martin,
Sunley 2020, p. 75]. The resilience of regional and local economies is an important subject
of'academic inquiry because of its practical implications for policymaking in these areas
[Martin, Sunley 2015, Fielke et al. 2017].
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The subject of local system resilience is embedded in the territorially oriented regional
policy, which has its origins in the economic region theory, endogenous growth theory
and institutional orientation [cf. Churski 2018]. The legacy of the endogenous growth
theory points researchers in directions such as social capital, relational capital, knowledge
resources [Camagni, Capello 2013], as well as leadership, institutions, creativity,
innovation and entrepreneurship [Stimson et al. 2011], all of which form a spectrum of
possible contexts for discussing resilience. Studies on territorial growth in the institutional
economy trend make use of such concepts as embeddedness or the economics of proximity
[Sokotowicz 2015], discussed in the context of the resilience of socio-economic systems
[e.g. Young 2010, Steiner, Atterton 2015, Vlasov et al. 2018]. Other concepts which enable
research on resilience include the entrepreneurial ecosystem concept [lacobucci, Perugini
2021, Roundy et al. 2017].

The resilience of a socio-economic system is determined by the dynamics of four
interacting subsystems: the structural and business subsystem, the labour market
subsystem, the financial subsystem and the governance subsystem [Martin, Sunley 2015].
Of key significance is the structural and business subsystem (of a region, city or town).
Locations with a varied economy are considered more socio-economically resilient than
those with a narrow economic base; they are also argued to offer greater scope for a re-
orientation of the economy. Moreover, the resilience of an economy is greater if individual
industries are not strictly locally interdependent [Martin, Sunley 2015]. Among resilience
determinants are also such characteristics of businesses as size and ownership, reliability
oflocal supply chains, scope for switching to alternative (cheaper or more stable) suppliers
or the business culture of the area [Martin, Sunley 2015].

Resilience offers an interesting perspective for evolutionary studies on growth
trajectories and making new development policies in rural areas, focused on mobilising
both local and non-local resources, based on adaptive cooperation networks and allowing
for the reduction of the environmental footprint of the rural lifestyle and patterns of
consumption [Scott 2013].

In reference to rural areas, socio-economic diversity is associated with the progress
of multi-functional and sustainable growth processes in these areas. Progressing
diversification and increasing diversity may refer to the diversity of agricultural activities
in the rural area, diversification of farmers’ non-agricultural activities, as well as to the
diversification of economic activity in the rural area, where agriculture is perceived as one
of many possible business activities [Quaranta, Salvia 2014, cf. Adamowicz, Zwolinska-
Ligaj 2009]. In those transformations, which broaden the range of economic and social
functions in rural areas, communities, entrepreneurs and small and medium businesses
play a crucial role [Terluin 2003, Steiner, Atterton 2015, Zwolinska-Ligaj 2007, 2015].

Local resilience is supported by entrepreneurship processes, buoyant local economy of
diversified structure and employment opportunities [Steiner, Atterton, 2015, Lapuh 2018].
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The key ways in which businesses impact resilience include [Steiner, Atterton 2015]:

1) creating new jobs which are diversified as to the type of employment;

2) widening the choice of local products and services offered by local markets;

3) cooperation with local and regional businesses, including mutual promotion and
support, trade and information exchange;

4) adding value to business activity in the form of improved living conditions and
employment opportunities, which encourage young population to remain in the area.

Literature emphasises the role of diverse networks in the development of rural areas
[Murdoch 2000, Atterton 2007, Young 2010]. According to Jan D. van der Ploeg and
Terry Marsden [2008], the paths along which rural areas develop are determined by the
concentration and quality of internal and external interaction networks. The growth of local
supply chains and the inclusion of new businesses in the supply chains are conducive to
innovations and competitiveness as well as fostering the relations between manufacturers
and consumers [King et al. 2015]. On a local level, the development of networks should
nevertheless be accompanied by connections on a national and international level for the
avoidance of being stuck on the growth path [Nauwelaers, Wintjes 2002, Lapuh 2018].

In terms of local cooperation, business embeddedness is a principal factor in the
resilience and growth of rural areas. For non-locally focused companies, this embeddedness
may be oriented on intra-industrial relations. It may also take the form of a broad local
embeddedness as part of intra- and cross-industrial cooperation between companies which
are focused on the local market and which benefit from such a situation [Young 2010].

It appears that the more traditional the business (small and independent, with low
labour productivity, managed by a local owner), the more its geographic range of sales
and purchase reveals its local character [Courtney et al. 2005, Steiner, Atterton 2015].
The company’s peripheral location is another determinant of the local character of its
markets [Steiner, Atterton 2015].

Basic types of cooperation in an industry include the exchange of considerations and
combining resources and activities for the joint performance of internal and external
business functions [Lichtarski 2003]. Networks are categorised based on how closely the
interconnected entities interact with one another. Jan Lichtarski [2003] makes a distinction
between:

1) non-contractual networks (wherein the supplier and the buyer cease to be anonymous,
with the supplier adjusting its offer to the needs and requirements of the buyer);

2) contractual (wherein the subject of cooperation becomes the subject of the contract);

3) coordination networks (established in order to perform joint operations of coordination
and decision centres, albeit with limited freedom);

4) networks with a single decision centre;

5) organisations in which entities cease to be legally separate.



COOPERATIVE LINKS BETWEEN BUSINESSES IN THE CONTEXT OF LOCAL SYSTEM... 329

This study investigates the extent and nature of cooperative links between businesses
in the analysed administrative units (communes) in peripheral regions in terms of their
effect on strengthening the resilience of local economy.

MATERIAL AND METHODS

Empirical research was carried out in three regions of Poland: Lubelskie, Podkarpackie
and Warminsko-Mazurskie, which are located on the border and characterized by
a relatively lower potential in terms of socio-economic conditions. In each region, 10
communes were selected for analysis?. This study took account of the communes’ Smart
Growth Potential (SGR) defined on the basis of a tool concept developed with other authors
[Zwolinska-Ligaj et al. 2018] for the diagnosis of the following six indicators: governance,
quality of life, economy, society, natural environment and mobility. Five communes were
randomly picked from each category with extreme (very low and very high) SGR values.
In each of the 30 communes, based on the REGON statistical register, 8 businesses with the
highest number of employees were selected, assuming that entities with relatively higher
economic potential have greater scope for influencing local innovation processes, also
through contributions to the growth of local cooperation. The study made use of a survey
carried out by means of an interview questionnaire. The research was performed from
July to November 2018. The material included a total of 240 interview questionnaires®.

Results were presented by means of a descriptive analysis with the use of quantitative
and qualitative methods including comparative analysis in the system of communes
representative of a class of relatively very high and very low values of the synthetic SGR
indicator as well as the territorial system in the commune, district, and beyond-district
category. Calculations were performed in Statistica 13.3 software.

2 Lubelskie Province: Janow Lubelski, Parczew, Milejéw, Poniatowa, Jastkéw (communes
with very high smart growth potential), Nielisz, Stary Brus, Abramoéw, Dzwola, Le$niowice
(communes with very low smart growth potential), Podkarpackie Province: Trzebownisko,
Mielec, Swilcza (communes with very high smart growth potential), Nisko, Ustrzyki Dolne
(communes with high smart growth potential), Krzywcza, Wielkie Oczy, Domaradz, Dynow,
Nozdrzec (communes with very low smart growth potential), Warminsko-Mazurskie Province:
Stawiguda (commune with very high smart growth potential), Tolkmicko, Mikotajki,
Wegorzewo, Orneta (communes with high smart growth potential), Szczytno, Sepopol, Sorkwity,
Koztowo, Swietajno (communes with very low smart growth potential).

The study was part of project WNET/KEZ/ZE/1 “Innovation, innovativeness and regional/local
growth”, financed from the funds allocated for the statutory activities of the Faculty of Business
and Engineering of the University of Applied Sciences in Biata Podlaska. The publication was
financed by the project “Resilience of urban-rural communes in Poland. Operationalization,
measurement, diagnosis of adaptive mechanisms” from the Science Development Fund.
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RESULTS
CHARACTERISTICS OF BUSINESSES

The analysed sample consisted mostly of businesses from sectors such as industrial
processing (43.3%), wholesale and retail (15.0%) and construction (10.8%). Micro-
enterprises accounted for over half of the sample (63.8%)*. The vast majority of the
businesses analysed in this study described their activities as labour-intensive (87.5%).
The remaining ones categorised their activities as either knowledge-intensive (9.6%)
or capital-intensive (2.9%). The study revealed low innovativeness of the businesses.
Only 3.8% of entities included in the sample reported some efforts made to implement
innovations in 2016-2018 [Zwolinska-Ligaj 2018].

In the period relevant to this study, the businesses were in a generally good financial and
economic condition. Over half of entrepreneurs (52.9%) rated their situation as very good or
good, while 40.4% of those gave average ratings. Notably, businesses based in communes
belonging to the group with a relatively high SGR assessed their financial and economic
situation as much better than those in the group of communes with low SGR values (respectively
66.8% and 40% surveyed businesses rated their situation as very good and good). Ratings
were consistent with the opinions with regard to the future of the businesses over the next three
years after the study. Nearly 1/3 of the surveyed (29.6%) declared their intention to develop
their business, 59.6% to maintain their current market position, whereas only 10.8% stated
that they were going to reduce their size or scope. The intention to grow the business was
stated much more often (in 38.3% cases) by entrepreneurs from communes with a high SGR
— in comparison with 20.8% in the group of entrepreneurs from communes with a low SGR.

STATUS OF COOPERATIVE LINKS BETWEEN BUSINESSES

Looking at the potential for cooperation between businesses from the same industry or
related industries, one may notice that the substantial majority of entrepreneurs confirmed
that their direct competitors are based in the same commune (76.3% of the surveyed) or
district (81.7% of the surveyed). In communes categorised as belonging to the low-SGR
group, the presence of direct competitors was reported more frequently than in the group
of high-SGR communes: respectively, 81.7% and 70.8%. The presence of competitors in
the district area was perceived by 87.5% entrepreneurs from communes with a low SGR
and 75.8% entrepreneurs from communes with a high SGR.

4 Taking into account the criteria for selecting enterprises, the high share of microenterprises

in the sample should be associated with the structure of national economy entities located in
rural areas by size, in which entities with a declared number of employees of up to 9 persons
in 2018 accounted for 96.5% [GUS 2020, p. 114].



COOPERATIVE LINKS BETWEEN BUSINESSES IN THE CONTEXT OF LOCAL SYSTEM... 331

Table 1. Nature of relations between a business and its competitors in the commune, district
and beyond the district area

Type of interactions Commune District Beyond
(N =183) (N =196) district
(N =240)

amount| % |amount| % |amount| %

Weak and occasional interactions concerning

social matters and exchange of information 77421 74378 83 346

Many frequent interactions concerning
economic, social matters and exchange of 62 1339 51 |260| 42 |175
information

Simultaneous competition and cooperation

. . 29 |15.8] 25 128 18 7.5
of economic and non-economic nature

Note: numbers of N refer to entrepreneurs who have confirmed the presence of competitors
in a given area; selected types of relations were examined; respondents could choose more
than one answer

Source: own research

When describing interactions between the entrepreneurs analysed in the present
study and their potential competitors, we should emphasize their mainly local character
(in geographical terms, restricted to the same commune) and less intensive forms of
cooperation including occasional interactions in areas such as social matters or exchange
of information. A third of the entrepreneurs surveyed in this study reported that in the
commune frequent and multiple relations maintained by their enterprise concern socio-
economic matters and exchange of information. The most advanced form of interaction,
i.e. one involving simultaneous competition and cooperation, was reported by only 15.8%
of the respondents. Supra-local relations were less common and less intensive (Table 1).

More advanced forms of interaction with competitors were characteristic of entities
based in communes with relatively better SGR scores, both for interactions with other
businesses in the same commune and those from a different district. On a commune level,
in the group of entrepreneurs who described their interactions as many and frequent
in areas such socio-economic matters and information exchange as well as relations
categorized as coopetition, there were respectively 63% and 62.1%. entrepreneurs from
communes with a high SGR. Businesses from communes with a high SGR accounted for
61.1% of the respondents who confirmed simultaneous competition and cooperation with
enterprises from outside the district. For supra-local intensive relations concerning social
and economic matters as well as information exchange, there was no difference between
groups of communes juxtaposed in the study (17.5% each).
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A local economy which is diverse in terms of industrial structure and which provides
scope for cooperation with suppliers and contributing to a wider choice of local goods
and services targeting individual buyers promotes resilience and offers solid foundations
for creating growth processes. A significant majority of entrepreneurs confirmed that their
current or potential suppliers are located in the same commune or district (respectively
88.8% and 89.6%). Local availability of suppliers was reported by entrepreneurs
representing low-SGR communes; according to 90.8% respondents, their suppliers were
based in their commune, according to 94.2% respondents — in their district. For communes
with high SGR levels, the corresponding scores were 86.7% and 85%.

Like interactions with competitors, relations with suppliers appeared to be linked to
the geographic proximity of businesses. More intensive relations were developed with
local entities, based in the same commune and district. More than half of respondents
stated that their counterparties were not anonymous, transactions were regular, and the
subject of these transaction was adapted to the buyer’s requirements. Of note is also the
fact that a considerable proportion of respondents (45.1%) on a commune level admitted
to pursuing only low-risk joint undertakings with their suppliers. A smaller group of
respondents confirmed the existence of trust between cooperating businesses, exchange
of information and making joint efforts, which can be regarded as another step in forming
cooperative bonds that may bring mutual benefits, e.g. innovations. Entrepreneurs rarely
reported that cooperation with suppliers took an official (contractual) form. Cooperation
with respondents and their suppliers outside the district was much less advanced (Table 2).

Table 2. Nature of interactions between a business and its suppliers in the commune, district
and beyond the district area

Type of interactions Commune District Beyond
(N =213) (N =215) district
(N =240)

amount| % |[amount| % |amount| %

Parties are not anonymous, transactions are
regular, offering is adapted to the buyer’s 127 59.6] 121 |563| 115 479
requirements

Initial low-risk joint undertakings with

. 96 |45.1 87 |40.5] 85 |354
suppliers

Shared benefits, trust in partner businesses,

more information exchanged and joint efforts 39 183 41191 27|13

Cooperation formalised by means of a contract 31 | 146 29 |135 17 7.1

Note: numbers of N refer to entrepreneurs who have confirmed the presence of suppliers in a given
area; selected types of relations were examined; respondents could choose more than one answer

Source: own research
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As in the case of interactions with competitors, more advanced forms of cooperation
with suppliers, both on a commune and district level, were characteristic of businesses from
high-SGR communes. For reported cooperation with suppliers on a commune level, this
type of administrative unit was represented by over 50% entrepreneurs. Achieving shared
benefits, trust in partner businesses, more information exchanged and making joint efforts,
as well as formalisation of relationships through contracts were reported for respectively
54% and 55% enterprises from communes with a high SGR. Beyond the district level,
shared benefits were cited by respectively 63% and 47% respondents.

Variety of goods and services offered on the local market is another area of significance
to local resilience analysis. Nearly all businesses contributed to the development of the
offering of locally available goods and services, with buyers located in the same commune:
99.2% for high-SGR and 97.5% for low-SGR communes. In the group of communes with
high SGR, 79.2% surveyed confirmed that buyers were located in the same district. The
corresponding score for low-SGR communes was 95%.

According to respondents, an overwhelming majority of entrepreneurs represent the
individual approach, with regular transactions and offer customized to the needs of the buyer.
This approach is particularly noticeable for transactions with local buyers from the same
commune, and, more broadly, the same district. More advanced forms of cooperation with
buyers were reported less often than those with suppliers. They included: fostering cooperation
based on mutual trust and exchange of information to enable joint activities (Table 3).

Table 3. The nature of interactions between a business and buyers in the commune, district
and beyond the district area

Type of interactions Commune District Beyond
(N =236) (N =209) district
(N =240)

amount| % |amount| % |[amount| %

Interactions concern only actual transactions,

no individual approach in transactions 92301 71 1340) 71 1296

Parties are not anonymous, transactions are

regular, offering is adapted to the buyer’s 171 | 725 157 |75.1| 153 |63.8
requirements
Initial low-risk joint undertakings 88 |373] 80 |383| 68 |283

Shared benefits, trust in partner businesses,

more information exchanged and joint efforts 26 i1.0 28 13.4 21 8.8

Cooperation formalised by means

33 14.0 27 12.9 15 6.3
of a contract

Note: numbers of N refer to entrepreneurs who have confirmed the presence of buyers in a given
area; selected types of relations were examined; respondents could choose more than one answer
Source: own research
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More intensive and advanced forms cooperation with buyers, both local and supra-

local, were associated with most visible relationship to SGR. Among entrepreneurs who

declared cooperation on a commune level, shared benefits, trust in partner businesses,

more information exchanged and joint efforts, as well as formalisation of relationships
through contracts, respectively 69.2% and 81.2% enterprises represented communes with
a high SGR. As regards cooperation above district level, the values were respectively

71.4% and 80.0%.

Entrepreneurs perceived diverse benefits associated with enlisting several types of

cooperation on a local level. Among the surveyed, 37.1% (89 entrepreneurs) declared

Table 4. Benefits derived by businesses from local cooperation by commune type defined
according to the smart growth potential level criterion (N = 89)

Benefits Smart growth potential Total
high low
amount| % |amount| % |amount| %

Decreased operational risk 59 66.3 30 337 89 1100.0
Shorter undertaking completion times 56 629 31 |[34.8 87 97.8
Increased customer satisfaction 52 584 33 |37.1 85 95.5
Greater flexibility of operations 40 |449) 28 |31.5| 68 76.4
Croing e desid compary mageamone |39 435 27303 @ | 42
Improved effectiveness, competitiveness 40 449 25 |28.1 65 73.0
il:g}:lilrégcc;ﬁ;)oar;l;r loyalty towards the brand 37 416/ 27 303 64 719
Implementing innovation 43 48.3 16 |18.0) 59 66.3
Streamlined management 43 48.3 15 |169| 58 65.2
f:ri:fénagcgrv‘;tff::ional performance of 31348 22 247 53 | 596
Cheaper supply sources 28 31.5 17 |19.1 45 50.6
Cost reduction, economies of scale 28 31.5 14 |15.7 42 47.2
Obtaining unavailable resources 27 30.3 12 | 13.5 39 43.8

Note: respondents could indicate more than one answer

Source: own research
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deriving benefits from their cooperation with local entrepreneurs. The benefits were more
often perceived by entrepreneurs located in communes with a low SGR (39.2%) compared
to businesses based in communes with a high SGR (35.0%).

Among the key profits gained from local cooperation, the respondents cited decreased
operational risk, shorter undertaking completion times and increased customer satisfaction
(Table 4).

Entrepreneurs from high-SGR communes saw many more advantages of local
cooperation than entrepreneurs from low-SGR communes. Benefits which came to the fore
in this group included decreased operational risk, streamlined management, implementing
innovations and shorter completion time for an undertaking.

CONCLUSIONS

In the light of theoretical discussion and results of empirical research in this study, we
may formulate the following conclusions:

1. Businesses analysed in the present study were in fairly good financial and economic
condition and were mainly involved in labour-intensive economic activities. At the
same time, they were characterized by very limited activity in terms of innovation.
Only a third of them were development oriented. Of note is the significant role of the
businesses in shaping local labour markets as well as their limited ability to compete
on the strength of implemented innovations (during the period analysed in this study),
a characteristic which could enable them to exert greater impact on boosting the
local economy. Another important finding concerns conclusions for entrepreneurs
implementing innovations in peripheral regions, who take advantage of services outside
of local systems more frequently [Shearmur, Doloreux 2022].

2. Relatively more favourable SGR conditions co-existed with more intensive forms of
cooperation with competitors, suppliers and buyers. Businesses based in communes
with a high SGR were characterized by greater development prospects. We should
also confirm the existence of considerable restrictions to the growth of enterprises in
local systems in peripheral regions, limiting the scope for the territorial expansion of
their business.

3. An overall assessment of entrepreneurs’ involvement in interactions with business
entities in the same commune in proportion to their participation in interactions with
business entities outside of the same commune suggests relatively large involvement of
the respondents in interactions with buyers in the same commune, average involvement
in interactions with suppliers and slightly lower involvement in interactions with
competitors.
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4. The communes analysed in this study display potential for cooperation within the
same industry or related industries. This type of cooperation is maintained by 1/3
entrepreneurs, who reported above-average intensity of interactions. This phenomenon
should be viewed as positive from the perspective of local economies. In this context,
finding ways to raise integration levels by implementing relevant local government
policies may be a challenge.

5. Entrepreneurs participated in creating local (commune-level) supply chains while
reporting connections with suppliers outside of local systems. These interactions were
highly individual, which supported strengthening their competitive position.

6. Businesses analysed in this study played a key role in enhancing the diversity of local
(commune-level) goods and services markets while time taking into account their
customers’ requirements.

7. For a substantial number of entrepreneurs (both in high and low-SGR communes),
maintaining cooperation on a local level was associated with a number of benefits
such as decreased operational risk, shorter undertaking completion times and increased
customer satisfaction. To a lesser extent, the benefits involved tangible results such as
cheaper supply sources or cost reduction. Obtaining a broader range of benefits co-
existed with relatively better conditions for smart growth potential. Such conditions
were conducive to e.g. efforts aimed at boosting the innovativeness of the businesses.
One may assume that local cooperation promoted strengthening of the competitive
edge of cooperating businesses, becoming a local resilience factor.

8. The characteristics of cooperative links presented in the study revealed that the
benefits of local cooperation were appreciated more often in the group of businesses
with inferior conditions for smart growth potential. This finding may imply that those
businesses adopted a cooperative strategy in the face of generally more challenging
conditions for running and growing a business.

9. Local economic growth policies in peripheral regions should take into account the
assumptions arising from the smart village concept. They should be based on an in-
depth diagnosis of the conditions for local smart growth potential and contain detailed
references to the directions and tools for the development of local economic and social
innovations. A vital component of these policies in the context of fostering local
innovativeness is the focus on the possibility of stimulating cooperation processes
within local business sectors. Such focus of local policies may be seen as aimed at
enhancing the resilience of local socio-economic systems.
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POWIAZANIA KOOPERACYJNE PRZEDSIEBIORSTW
W KONTEKSCIE REZYLIENCJI UKEADOW LOKALNYCH.
STUDIUM PRZYPADKU REGIONOW PERYFERYINYCH POLSKI

Stowa kluczowe: rezyliencja lokalna, smart village, innowacyjnos¢, przedsigbiorczosc,
region peryferyjny

ABSTRAKT. Celem pracy jest okreslenie stopnia i charakteru powigzan kooperacyjnych,
charakteryzujacych przedsigbiorstwa badanych gminregionow peryferyjnych, w kontek$cie
wplywu powigzan kooperacyjnych na wzmocnienie rezyliencji gospodarki lokalnej.
Badaniaempiryczne zrealizowano w Polsce, w trzech regionach peryferyjnych na probie 240
przedsigbiorcow. Badane przedsigbiorstwa uczestniczg w budowaniu lokalnych tancuchow
dostaw, jednoczesnie wykazujac powigzania z dostawcami spoza uktadéw lokalnych.
Wypetniaja wazng role wzbogacania réoznorodnosci lokalnych (gminnych) rynkéw dobr
iushug, przyjednoczesnymuwzglgdnianiu wymagan odbiorcéw. Kooperacjawskalilokalnej
shuzytawzmocnieniu pozycji konkurencyjnej przedsigbiorstw wniej uczestniczacych, stajac
si¢ czynnikiem lokalnej rezyliencji. Ujawniona charakterystyka powigzan kooperacyjnych
wskazujenaprzyjmowanieprzezprzedsigbiorstwastrategiikooperacjiwobliczutrudniejszych
warunkow funkcjonowaniairozwoju. Lokalne polityki rozwoju gospodarczego w regionach
peryferyjnych powinny uwzglednia¢ zatozenia wynikajace z koncepcji smart village.
Istotnym elementem tych polityk, w kontek§cie wzmacniania lokalnej innowacyjnosci,
jest zwrdcenie uwagi na mozliwo$ci pobudzania procesow kooperacji w ramach lokalnych
sektorow biznesu. Takie ukierunkowanie lokalnych polityk mozna postrzegaé, jako
zmierzajgce w stron¢ wzmacniania stanu rezyliencji lokalnych uktadéw spoteczno-
ekonomicznych.
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